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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE (31 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on January 23, 2006 . 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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6) E3 Claim(s) 1-20 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^1 The drawing(s) filed on 07 December 2000 is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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Detailed Office Action 



1. 



This action is in response to the amendment filed on January 23, 2006. 



2. 



Claims 1-20 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pohlmann et al., (hereinafter Pohlmann) U.S. Patent No. 6,446,136 in view of 

* Koeppel et al, (hereinafter Koeppel) U.S. Patent No. 6,477,575. 

5. As to claim 1, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, including a 
computer-based method of constructing one or more correlation rules for use 
by an event management system for managing a network with one or more 
computing devices, the method comprising the steps of: selecting one or more 
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event patterns representing event data associated with the network of 
computing devices being managed by the event management system (col. 2, 
lines 50-55, col.4, lines 60-67 and col.2, lines 13-22); automatically learning 
predicates of the one or more correlation rules from the one or more selected 
event patterns (col. col. 5, lines 45-51, col.6, lines 14-19, col. 5, lines 33-35); 
But, Pohmann does not teach adding one or more corresponding actions to the 
one or more automatically learned predicates to form the one or more 
correlation rules. However, Koeppel teaches automatically learned predicates 
to from the one or more correlation rules (col. 12, lines 55-60, automatically 
update content rules). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings of 
Pohlmann and Koeppel to have one or more corresponding actions to the one 
or more automatically learn predicates to form the one or more correlation 
rules because it would have allowed providers to perform automatic dynamic 
market testing and automatically adjusted served content based on responses 
from users (see Koeppel's col. 14 lines 38-62). 

6. As to claim 2, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising 
the step of storing the one or more correlation rules in a rule database for 
access by the event management system (col.2, lines 50-55, col.4, lines 60-67 
and col.2, lines 13-22). 

7. As to claim 3, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the event 
pattern selection step further comprises the step of a user marking the one or 
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more event patterns in accordance with a data visualization of at least a 
portion of the event data (col.4, lines 27-35). 

8. As to claim 4, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the event 
pattern selection step employs a data mining algorithm (col. 9, lines 1-5). 

' 9. As to claim 5 5 Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 

automatic predicate learning step comprises the steps of: learning an initial 
concept ; determining if acceptance criteria are met given the event data 
(col. 5, lines 30-39, and col. 6, lines 13-19); querying historical event data for 
similar event patterns (col.5, lines 27-35); and allowing the user to edit the 
initial concept based on the historical event data query (col. 13, lines 23-28). 

10. As to claim 6, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
automatic predicate learning step utilizes one or more abstraction hierarchies 
(col. 13 lines 14-20, and col. 12, lines 46-50). 

11. - As to claim 7, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the one or 

more abstraction hierarchies comprise a hierarchy for at least one of a host 
and an event type (col.4, lines 4, lines 27-45): 

12. As to claim 8, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, including apparatus 
for constructing one or more correlation rules for use by an event management 
system for managing a network with one or more computing devices, the 
apparatus comprising: at least one processor operative to: (i) permit selection 
of one or more event patterns representing event data associated with the 
network of computing devices being managed by the event management 
system (col.2, lines 50-55, col.4, lines 60-67 and col.2, lines 13-22); (ii) 
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automatically learn predicates of the one or more correlation rules from the 
one or more selected event patterns (col.col.5, lines 45-51, col. 6, lines 14-19, 
col. 5, lines 33-35); and a memory, coupled to the at least one processor, which 
stores the one or more correlation rules for access by the event management 
system (col.2, lines 15-30, and col.2, lines 52-55). But, Pohmann does not 
teach adding one or more corresponding actions to the one or more 
automatically learned predicates to form the one or more correlation rules. 
However, Koeppel teaches automatically learned predicates to from the one or 
more correlation rules (col. 12, lines 55-60, automatically update content 
rules). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to combine the teachings of Pohlmann and 
Koeppel to have one or more corresponding actions to the one or more 
automatically learn predicates to form the one or more correlation rules 
because it would have allowed providers to perform automatic dynamic 
market testing and automatically adjusted served content based on responses 
from users (see Koeppel's col. 14 lines 38-62). 

13. As to claim 9, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the event 
pattern selection operation further comprises a user marking the one or more 
event patterns in accordance with a data visualization of at least a portion of 
the event data (col.4, lines 27-35). 

14. As to claim 10, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the event 
pattern selection operation employs a data mining algorithm (col. 9, lines 1-5). 
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15. As to claim 11, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
automatic predicate learning operation further comprises: (i) learning an initial 
concept; (ii) determining if acceptance criteria are met given the event data 
(col. 5, lines 30-39, and col. 6, lines 13-19); (iii) querying historical event data 
for similar event patterns (col. 5, lines 26-35, and col. 8, lines 20-25); and (iv) 
allowing the user to edit the initial concept based on the historical event data 
query (col. 13, lines 23-28). 

16. As to claim 12, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
automatic predicate learning operation utilizes one or more abstraction 
hierarchies (col.13 lines 14-20, and col. 12, lines 46-50). 

17. As to claim 13, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the one 
or more abstraction hierarchies comprise a hierarchy for at least one of a host 
and an event type (col.4, lines 4, lines 27-45). 

18. As to claim 14, Pohmann teaches the invention as claimed, an article of 
manufacture for constructing one or more correlation rules for use by an event 
management system for managing a network with one or more computing 
devices, the article comprising a machine readable medium containing one or 
more programs which when executed implement at least one of the steps of: 
selecting one or more event patterns representing event data associated with 
the network of computing devices being managed by the event management 
system (col.2, lines 50-55, col.4, lines 60-67 and col.2, lines 13-22); But, 
Pohmann does not teach adding one or more corresponding actions to the one 
or more automatically learned predicates to form the one or more correlation 
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rules. However, Koeppel teaches automatically learned predicates to from the 
one or more correlation rules (col. 12, lines 55-60, automatically update 
content rules). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings of Pohlmann and 
Koeppel to have one or more corresponding actions to the one or more 
automatically learn predicates to form the one or more correlation rules 
because it would have allowed providers to perform automatic dynamic 
market testing and automatically adjusted served content based on responses 
from users (see KoeppePs col. 14 lines 38-62). 

19. As to claim 15, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, further 
comprising the step of storing the one or more correlation rules in a rule 
database for access by the event management system (col. 2, lines 50-55, col. 4, 
lines 60-67 and col.2, lines 13-22). 

20. As to claim 16, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the event 
pattern selection step further comprises the step of a user marking the one or 
more event patterns in accordance with a data visualization of at least a 
portion of the event data (col.4, lines 27-35). 

21. As to claim 1 7, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the event 
pattern selection step employs a data mining algorithm (col. 9, lines 1-5). 

22. As to claim 18, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
automatic predicate learning step comprises the steps of: learning an initial 
concept; determining if acceptance criteria are met given the event data (col. 5, 
lines 30-39, and col. 6, lines 13-19); querying historical event data for similar 
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event patterns (col.5, lines 27-35); and allowing the user to edit the initial 
concept based on the historical event data query (col. 13, lines 23-28). 

23. As to claim 19, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
automatic predicate learning step utilizes one or more abstraction hierarchies 
(col. 1 3 lines 1 4-20, and col. 12, lines 46-50). 

24. As to claim 20, Pohlmann teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the one 
or more abstraction hierarchies comprise a hierarchy for at least one of a host 
and an event type (col. 4, lines 4, lines 27-45). 

Response to Arguments 

25. Applicant's arguments filled on January 23, 2006 have been fully considered, 
however they are not persuasive because of the following reasons: 

Response to The Declaration of Prior Invention Under 37 CFR § LI 31 

filed September 26, 2005 



26. The Declaration of Prior Invention Under 37 CFR § 1.131 filed September 27, 
2004 have been fully considered, however they are not persuasive because: 
The evidence submitted is insufficient to establish a conception of the 
invention prior to the effective date of the reference. While conception is the 
mental part of the inventive act, it must be capable of proof, such as by 
demonstrative evidence or by a complete disclosure to another. Conception is 
more than a vague idea of how to solve a problem. The requisite means 
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themselves and their interaction must also be comprehended. See 
Mergenthaler v. Scudder, 1897 CD. 724, 81 O.G. 1417 (D.C. Cir. 1897). 

27. Applicants are required to support all document to map all claims. 

28. Therefore, the Patent Office maintained the rejection because Koeppel et al 
reference is still good (September 12, 200). 

29. Applicants argue that Pohlmann do not teach automatically learning 
predicated of the correlation rules from selected event patterns. In response to 
Applicant's argument, the Patent examiner maintain the rejection because 
Pohlmann automatically learning predicated of the correlation rules from 
selected event patterns as shown in col.5, lines 45-51, col. 6, lines 14-19, 

col. 5, lines 33-35. Pohlmann clearly shows automatically learning predicated 
of the correlation rules from selected event patterns. 

30. Applicants argue that Koeppel does not explicitly teach adding corresponding 
actions to the automatically learned predicates to from correlation rules. In 
response to Applicant's argument, the Patent examiner maintain the rejection 
because Koeppel teaches adding corresponding actions to the automatically 
learned predicates to from correlation rules as shown in col. 12, lines 55-60 
[automatically update content rule]. Koeppel clearly shows adding 
corresponding actions to the automatically learned predicates to from 
correlation rules. 

3 1 . Applicants argue that no motivation or suggestion exists to combine 
Pohlmann and Koeppel. In response to applicant's argument that there is no 



Application/Control Number: 09/731 ,937 Page 
Art Unit: 2144 

suggestion to combine the references, the examiner recognizes that 
obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings 
of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or 
in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In 
re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 
F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

32. Therefore, the Examiner asserts that cited prior arts teach or suggest the 
subject matter broadly recited in independent claims 1, 8, 14. Claims 2-7, 7- 
13 and 13-20 are also rejected at least by the virtue of their dependency on 
independent claims and by other reasons set forth in the previous office 
action. 

33. Accordingly, claims 1-20 are respectfully rejected. 

Conclusion 



34. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension 
of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 



Application/Control Number: 09/731,937 



Page 1 1 



Art Unit: 2144 

extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

35. Any inquiries concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Tammy T. Nguyen who may be reached via 
telephone at (571) 272-3929. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through 
Friday between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. eastern standard time. 



instant application, please send it to (703) 872-9306. If attempts to reach the examiner 
by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's Supervisor, VAUGHN JR WILLIAM, may 
be reached at (571) 272-3922. 

TTN 

April 3, 2006 



If you need to send the Examiner, a facsimile transmission regarding this 




